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I am looking forward, Mr. Speaker,

next week to seeing a clean bill so that
Republicans and Democrats alike can
join in providing what everyone agrees
needs to be done, genuine flood protec-
tion and flood relief.
f
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AMERICAN TROOPS IN BOSNIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Mr. JONES] is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, when it
comes to the issue of United States
troops in Bosnia, I sincerely believe
enough is enough. First President Clin-
ton said that America’s commitment
in Bosnia would only last one year.
Then he announced the extension of
our military presence in Bosnia until
June 1998. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am ex-
tremely disappointed to learn that the
President has indicated that American
troops may be there even longer.

Our troops have been in Bosnia long
enough. They should not spend another
day in Bosnia. I believe that our sol-
diers should not be placed in harm’s
way for a mission that is not in Ameri-
ca’s vital national interest.

Our troops have been in Bosnia for 2
years and the American public still
questions our role. Mr. Speaker, is this
mission truly in our national interest?
Have we not achieved our goal? When
will we be able to bring our troops
home?

President Clinton stated this past
weekend that progress in Bosnia has
been slow. As we all know, the conflict
in Bosnia is a regional conflict that re-
sulted from centuries of hate among
ethnic groups. It cannot be solved
quickly.

The fact is America has already ful-
filled our commitment made under the
Dayton peace accord. At present,
America has dedicated more than $6
billion to the Bosnia mission. I want to
repeat that, Mr. Speaker. At the
present time America has dedicated
more than $6 billion to the Bosnia mis-
sion.

Every dollar we spend on this mis-
sion is a dollar we cannot spend on
critical military priorities, like re-
search and development, procurement
or troop readiness. The military budget
is already being drained and costs like
this one in Bosnia only makes it hard-
er.

I hate to think that we are closing
military bases due to the shrinking de-
fense budget and yet we continue to
spend billions of dollars on a regional
conflict in Bosnia. This is not in the
best interests of the American people.
The United States can no longer afford
to be the world’s policeman. Although
we are the most powerful Nation in the
world, the simple fact is we just cannot
have American troops peacekeeping be-
tween every warring faction around the
world.

Although the President is the Com-
mander-in-Chief, Congress has a vital
role and a necessary role in determin-
ing military policy. President Clinton
has misled us long enough about the
troops in Bosnia. At this point there is
no telling how long he plans to keep
our troops in Bosnia.

When the lives of American soldiers
are at stake, we in Congress have a re-
sponsibility to make our voices heard.
For too long our troops in Bosnia have
been forgotten. I urge my colleagues to
join the bipartisan effort to bring our
troops home by the end of this year,
1997.
f

MFN FOR CHINA
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DREIER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I have
taken out this time to talk about an
issue which has come to the forefront.
Many people are addressing it, and we
apparently will be voting on this issue
the week of June 23, most likely the
25th of June, that being whether or not
we should renew most-favored-nation
status for the People’s Republic of
China.

There are a wide range of issues that
are addressed here, whether it is arms
proliferation, human rights, the kinds
of things that have come to the fore-
front, trade issues. I will say that I am
very concerned about every single one
of them. But I would like to take this
few minutes to talk about an issue
which has troubled me greatly.

I should say at the outset that, as
has been the case in the past, I am
very, very strongly supportive of main-
taining most-favored-nation trading
status for the People’s Republic of
China because in the 4,000-year history
of China, the single most powerful
force for positive change in that period
of time has been economic reform. Let
me say how important that has been
and an issue which is of concern to me
and many others, and that is the policy
of forced abortion that exists in China.

It is terrible to have the so-called
one-child policy that exists there. I be-
lieve that we should do everything that
we can to change that, because that
policy cannot be tolerated. Mr. Speak-
er, not many people know that the pol-
icy of engagement and economic re-
form which has existed in China is un-
dermining the one-child policy there.

There is a young woman, 27 years old,
who lives in a tiny town called
Dongguan which is in the Guangdong
Province which adjoins Hong Kong. Her
name is Ye Xiuying. She worked for $35
a month as a factory worker in this
area. A plant was opened up from a
U.S. business, and she was able to es-
tablish her own small business near
this plant. Her income went from $35 a
month to $1,200 a month, an amazing
growth, something that has empowered
her.

Because of the fact that she was able
to gain such economic strength, she

was able to pay the government the
one-time $1,800 charge, and in fact not
suffer an abortion as many of the prov-
inces have imposed in China but in fact
have her second child. She in fact had
a girl, something that the government
opposes. They want to have boys. She
was able to have a second child; she
was able to have a girl.

As I listen to many of my colleagues
talk about the idea of sending a mes-
sage to the government of China by
bringing an end to most-favored-nation
trading status, that kind of policy
would in fact encourage more abortions
in China. As we listen to people regu-
larly claim that we will be able to
bring an end to the human rights viola-
tions, the saber rattling in the Taiwan
straits, the horrible treatment of
Tibet, the transfer of weapons, the
military buildup in China if we end our
contact with them through most-fa-
vored-nation trading status, clearly
they are wrong.

Because if we look at the recent past
in China, during the great leap forward
under Mao Zedong, 60 million people
were starved. Also under Mao, during
the cultural revolution, 1 million peo-
ple were murdered by the government.
And, of course, the world was not made
aware of this.

What has happened? As we opened up
China, and did in fact what Ronald
Reagan said he wanted to have done in
Eastern and Central Europe when he
said, ‘‘Mr. Gorbachev, tear down this
wall,’’ so that those in Eastern and
Central Europe could mingle with the
West, the same thing has been happen-
ing with China. It would be tanta-
mount to declaring economic and polit-
ical war with China if we were to tam-
per with or revoke what is an inappro-
priate name to describe it, most-fa-
vored-nation trading status, which
simply means regular trading arrange-
ments that exist there.

Mr. Speaker, if we look at the fact
that we have not solved every problem
there, and I demonstrate my outrage
over the human rights violations, I
have talked with dissidents, I marched
to the Chinese Embassy following the
Tiananmen Square massacre to dem-
onstrate my outrage, I have come to
the conclusion that what would happen
if we revoked MFN would be that we
would not be isolating China from the
world but we would in fact be isolating
the United States of America from the
most populous nation on the face of the
earth.

There are many missionaries today
who are very involved in China and,
yes, there is religious persecution and
it is unacceptable, reprehensible and
should be addressed. But if we ended
MFN, we would clearly jeopardize the
chance for those missionaries who are
there from the United States and other
parts of the world to be successful.

Mr. Speaker, I simply say when this
vote comes up in 2 weeks, I urge a vote
against the resolution of disapproval so
that we can do everything, including
undermining the one-child policy.
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REVITALIZING AMERICAN

EDUCATION
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas [Ms. GRANGER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, the
poet Maya Angelo once said a cynical
child is one who has made the transi-
tion from knowing nothing to believing
nothing.

Mr. Speaker, the goal of education is
not just to grant knowledge to our stu-
dents, it is also to give them hope.
Sadly, many of our schools today fail
on both counts. Yes, it is true that
many of our young people today are
not able to write words or calculate
numbers as they should, but perhaps
more profoundly, many of our young
people are discouraged and disillu-
sioned. They have lost hope in them-
selves and they have lost hope in
America. That is an American tragedy.

The effects of this tragedy are felt
everywhere. We can sense it in our
inner cities where crime is rampant
and violence is a way of life. We can
see it in the eyes of an 18-year-old
dropout who has aged far beyond his
years and lives life knowing his best
years are already over. We can hear it
in the voices of thousands of young
people, people for whom the promise of
America has long since been lost.

These precious young people are the
ones who ultimately pay the price
when our schools fail. These young peo-
ple are the victims of schools that have
failed them and communities that have
given up on them. This is a situation
we must and we can do something
about.

I believe that no first-class nation
can have second-class citizens. But
being an optimist, I believe there are
also answers. To those parents and stu-
dents who have been failed by our
schools, I say yes, you have lost much
but you have not lost everything. To
those teachers and principals who are
trying to make a difference, I say yes,
you are doing many good things, you
are building their futures and you are
building ours.

Tonight I rise not to condemn Amer-
ican education but to challenge it. I
want to challenge teachers to work
harder and students to study longer. I
want to encourage school administra-
tors, school board members and school
principals to create safe environments,
better schools, and more creative class-
rooms. I want to urge moms and dads
not just to be parents at home but also
partners in the schools.

We can revitalize American edu-
cation. We have all the necessary in-
gredients. We have the best teachers in
the world and the brightest young
minds, if only we can create a climate
where teachers and students can do
what they do best, teach and learn. I
believe we can do that and I know we
should. Today more than ever our
schools and our children need our help.

When our children head off to col-
lege, they need our help even more. To-

night I think help has arrived. Tonight,
I am pleased to introduce, along with
the gentlewoman from Washington
[Ms. DUNN], the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. PITTS], the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. DELAY], the majority
whip, and others, the HELP Act, the
Higher Education and Learning Pro-
motion Act.

This legislation is designed to give
families an additional option for their
$500-per-child tax credit which both the
President and the Congress are pledged
to support. This historic legislation
would allow our families to begin fi-
nancing higher education through sav-
ings instead of debt.

As an incentive to encourage families
to save and invest for their children’s
college education, this legislation
would allow parents to invest this child
tax credit in an education savings ac-
count. These accounts will earn inter-
est tax free and can be withdrawn tax
free for their child’s education, and
families will be able to double the
amount of the tax credit if they choose
to invest in an education savings ac-
count.

This would give families the option
of using this tax credit and other sav-
ings to help plan for their children’s fu-
ture. A family with two children will
be able to invest $1,500 each year for
each of their children in an education
savings account. That is $3,000 for their
children’s education.

Mr. Speaker, I believe the HELP Act
is an important part of revitalizing
American education, and I urge my col-
leagues to include this important pro-
posal in the upcoming tax relief pack-
age for families.

Mr. Speaker, with the help of parents
and teachers and the hope of our young
people, we can build schools which will
train fertile minds, prepare young lives
and foster dreams. Our vision is a glori-
ous one, an America where our children
are not only well educated but, more
importantly, an America where our
children believe in themselves and they
believe in their country. Mr. Speaker,
the future is theirs but the responsibil-
ity is ours.
f

TRIBUTE TO SMALL BUSINESS
ENTREPRENEURS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Dakota [Mr.
THUNE] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, it is my
privilege this evening as well to pay
tribute as we are this week to the
small business entrepreneurs in our
country, those who continue to drive
the economic engine that makes this
the greatest economy in the world. I
have some personal history with that.
My grandfather came to this country
from Norway back around the turn of
the century to pursue his American
dream, and he and my great uncle, who
did not speak a word of English, came
through Ellis Island, ended up in the
middle of South Dakota, and went into

the hardware business and had the op-
portunity like so many people at that
time who came here, the freedom to
succeed and the freedom as well to fail.
But they came here because the oppor-
tunity existed in America. The South
Dakota landscape just abounds with
wonderful stories of entrepreneurial
success, people who have taken risks.
Some have succeeded, some have
failed.
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But many out there have been will-
ing to move forward in a way that will
continue to advance the American
dream in this country, and I look at
countless examples of those, and par-
ticularly in my State of South Dakota
most of the businesses in our State are
small businesses. We are a State which
consists of many small towns and
many main streets, and without those
small businesses our State would not
have the economic life that it does. It
is our life blood.

So this evening and this week we
have paid tribute to those many peo-
ple.

I had the opportunity to have lunch 2
days ago with Richard and Janet Cone
of Cone Ag Service, Inc., in Pierre,
which is this year’s small business
award winner in South Dakota. They
were here to celebrate and to be recog-
nized, and they are just one of many
who have taken again advantage of the
opportunity that is afforded us in this
country and then part of the American
dream.

As you look at those that have suc-
ceeded in South Dakota I harken back
to, and for those who have traveled in
my State you will know as you drive
down Interstate 90 you will see count-
less signs for a place called Wall Drug.
Wall Drug is a wonderful story about
someone who started with an idea of
free ice water and 5-cent coffee, and to
this day those continue to be their
trademarks, free ice water and 5-cent
coffee, and they have turned that into
a wonderful marketing masterpiece. It
has been incredibly successful and pro-
vides jobs and opportunities in that
small community.

I think of Mike’s Jack and Jill in
Webster, SD, a good friend of mine. The
mayor of that community is someone
who is very involved in the commu-
nity. And one of the things that I think
you witness when you see small busi-
nesses that have success in this coun-
try is the commitment that they have
to corporate and to civic responsibility
and citizenship. They have enjoyed the
freedoms that we have in America, and
they have also taken very seriously the
responsibility to contribute and to give
back, and most of the people in those
small towns are those who are consist-
ently involved in their municipal gov-
ernments and their civic organizations
and their service organizations and the
Little League baseball teams, and I can
give you many, many examples of that.
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